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California Department of Water Resources
Office Water Use Efficiency
Water Recycling and Desalination Branch

RESPONSES TO THE MAIN QUESTIONS RECEIVED DURING PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
ON THE JULY 8, 2004 DRAFT WATER DESALINATION PROPOSAL SOLICITATION PACKAGE

APPLICATION PROCESS

1. Have you considered the two-step Application Process - whereby a concept proposal is initially submitted,
the proposal is placed on a priority (or ranking) list and the applicant is selected to apply with a full
proposal if it meets the eligibility requirements? (Question 153) *

Although the two-step process has merits and has been used before by other programs, for this grant program,
to ensure efficient, timely, and true evaluation of the applications, DWR decided to utilize the one-step process.

2. Can applicants just submit a PDF of their proposal by e-mail and not all of the copies? (Question 53)

No, the applicant’s proposal must be submitted with the following contents: one original document, eight
photocopies and one electronic copy on 3.5 inch diskettes or CD-ROM (preferably in a PDF format or in MS
Word and/or Excel compatible format).

3. If two or more public agencies are collaborating on a new desalination project, can two or more separate
proposals be submitted? (Question 24)

Yes, however a single project can not receive duplicate funding. For the individual proposals to be eligible for
simultaneous funding each proposal must deal with separate and distinct project phases or components.

ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS (SECTION 2)

4. Are private entities eligible to receive funding under this program? (Questions 70, 98, 109)

Private entities are not eligible for the Desalination grants under this program. As outlined in Section 2, Eligible
Applicants include public entities involved with water management activities including: Cities, Counties, Cities
and counties, Joint power authorities, Public water districts, Tribes, Non-profit organizations, including
watershed management groups*, Universities and colleges, State agencies, Federal agencies, and other
political subdivisions of the State. However, eligible applicants may form cooperative relationships with other
entities, including private companies.

*non profits are defined in Proposition 50 (see Water Code Section 79505)

5. Can an interagency MOU be used as evidence to demonstrate interagency cooperation in an application?
(Question 6)

Yes

6. For projects that are not tied to a particular municipality, are urban water management plans required?
What criteria determine if an applicant is subject to the urban water management plan requirement?
(Question 26)

No, the requirement applies to applicants that are urban water suppliers. An urban water supplier includes a
supplier or contractor for water, regardless of the basis of right, which distributes or sells for ultimate resale to
customers. An UWMP is required, If the applicant is an "urban water supplier" providing water for municipal
purposes either directly or indirectly to more than 3,000 customers or supplying more than 3,000 acre-feet of

! Numbers refer to the questions received during the public comment period.
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water annually. If an agency becomes an urban water supplier, it has one year to adopt an UWMP after it
becomes an urban water supplier. Agencies that are not sure whether or not they are subject to the UWMP Act,

should consult with Dave Todd of DWR at (916) 651-7027. Also information on the UWMP can be found at the
following web address: http://www.owue.water.ca.gov/urbanplan/fag/fag.cfm

7. Inthe case of a regional project involving several entities, are all required to have complete Urban Water
Management Plans? (Question 21)

All of the applicants that are urban water suppliers are subject to the Urban Water Management Planning Act if
applicable (consult with the answer to question 6 above).

8. Will each cooperator's UWMP be looked at equally? (Question 22)

Yes, each urban water supplier applicant's Urban Water Management Plan will be looked at equally.

9. In order to apply for funding, does an applicant need to be an Urban Water Conservation Council
signatory? (Question 55)

No.

10. Are universities exempt from completing urban water management plans? (Question 69)

Yes.

11. Will priority be given to applicants that collaborate with California companies? (Question 61)

No.

PROJECT ELIGIBILITY (SECTION 3)

12. Should DWR limit funding eligibility to feasibility studies and research and development projects that deal
with various desalination issues, as opposed to funding construction and production facilities? (Questions
122, 125, 126, 132, 140, 155)

The legislation clearly defines the type of desalination projects eligible for funding in Assembly Bill (AB) 1747
(Statute of 2003, Water Code Section 79547.2(c)). An eligible “desalination project” includes construction,
planning, engineering, design, environmental assessments, or related work necessary for the construction of a
desalination facility, or the construction of a pilot or demonstration facility.

13. While the PSP emphasizes the challenging questions surrounding desalination (Section 3), it provides the
largest funding awards per project to construction projects (Section 5). How do you explain this
inconsistency? (Question 135)

As per AB 1747, construction projects are also eligible under this grant program. All projects will be selected
for funding based on set criteria which clearly emphasize the need to address the challenging questions
surrounding desalination. The maximum grant limits for the various project types are in proportion to their
relative cost.

14. Can an environmental study be considered as a “Feasibility Study”? (Question 49)

Yes, feasibility studies include studies that provide answers to technical, economic, social, as well as
environmental questions associated with a proposed project.

15. How do you define brackish water? Should the salinity threshold criterion for funding be lowered to 1000
mg/L to reflect the State drinking water standard for total dissolved solid as very few brackish water
projects in California would qualify if this threshold is set too high? (Questions 7, 123)


http://www.owue.water.ca.gov/urbanplan/faq/faq.cfm
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Brackish water is water with a salinity that exceeds normally acceptable standards for municipal, domestic, and
irrigation uses but less than that of seawater. For the purpose of this grant program, brackish water is defined
as water containing Total Dissolved Solids (TDS) concentration exceeding 1,000 milligrams of salt per liter.

Since this grant program intends to advance oceanwater and brackish water desalination and, at the same time,
create new or alternative water supplies to the State, only brackish water that is not being beneficially used will
be considered for funding.

16. What would be considered as eligible inland brackish water for funding? (Question 30)

Impaired/brackish groundwater, impaired agricultural drainage water, or impaired saline water sources that are
not viable for a beneficial use, that with desalination will lead to the availability of new potable water, may be
considered. Also, brackish water that is discharged either to a saline sink or the ocean is applicable.

17. In the Project Eligibility section, what is meant by “projects that are proposing to desalinate waters that
are currently being used are not eligible”? (Question 4)

Water that currently is applied to a beneficial use is not eligible for grant funding as the intent of this grant
program is to add new or alternative water supplies to the State along with advancing ocean water and brackish
water desalination. Therefore, a project that removes or replaces one beneficial use with another is not eligible.

18. Is the treatment of potable water, to a higher quality level for industrial use, eligible? Is development of
desalinated seawater treated to a higher level above potable water quality for industrial use (indirectly
freeing up potable water) an eligible project? (Question 27)

Water quality improvement for industrial use is not eligible for funding under this program. However, projects

proposing to desalinate seawater for industrial use with satisfactory assurance that this will free up potable
water supplies will be considered on a case by case basis.

19. Is a stormwater treatment project eligible for this PSP? (Question 35)

No, stormwater treatment is not eligible under this grant program; however, it may be eligible under other
programs such as Prop. 50, Chapter 8(b) grants.

20. Are water recycling projects eligible for funding? (Questions 72, 73, 95)

Projects involving recycled water are not eligible under this funding program. However, they may apply for
other funding sources such as Prop. 50, Chapter 7(g) grants.

21. Is a project aiming to improve potable water quality eligible? (Questions 72, 73, 87)

No. The objective of this grant program is to generate new or alternative water supplies from water sources
that are not currently being used. These projects may be eligible for grants under other programs such as
chapters 5 and 8 of Prop 50.

22. Are projects that improve water supply reliability during critical dry years and provide critically needed
replacement for impaired water supply to a community that has no alternative drinking water supply
eligible? (Question 71)

Yes, if such projects are brackish or seawater desalination projects.

23. Is there any coordination with other agencies to collaboratively use water and energy grants? (Question
45)

No, there is no water and energy coordination for this grant. However, a representative of the Energy
Commission will serve on the proposal evaluation team.
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24. Would you disqualify projects that will require publicly subsidized energy? (Question 112)

The eligibility criteria listed in the PSP will be followed to qualify a proposal. To be considered, projects have to
be technically, economically, and environmentally feasible.

25. Is a Public education/outreach project, such as an educational movie on desalination, eligible for funding?
(Questions 10, 11)

Yes, if it meets the eligibility criteria and the objectives of this grant program.

26. In order to apply for a construction grant does there have to be a pilot or demonstration project first?
(Question 8)

Generally potable desalination construction projects are preceded by pilot or demonstration studies.

Applicants of desalination construction project, which provide potable water to the public, shall check with the
applicable regulatory and permitting agencies for the requirements.

27. Is it possible to apply for both the first funding cycle and for the second funding cycle for distinct phases of
the same project? (Question 9)

Applicants can apply for different phases of their project during different funding cycles. Be advised that future
funding cycles are contingent upon funds availability.

28. Is it sufficient to have preliminary plans for a project to apply for funding? (Question 15)
It is important to describe project readiness as it is one of the selection criteria. Consistent with provisions of
AB 1747 and the recommendations of the California Water Desalination Task Force, eligible projects shall be

selected based on a demonstrated need for new or alternative water supplies, project readiness, and the degree
to which the project avoids or mitigates adverse environmental impacts.

29. What if a pilot project is too site specific? (Question 18)

A project can be site specific. It also has to be innovative and advance desalination technology.

GEOGRAPHIC SCOPE (SECTION 4)

30. Do projects that contribute in meeting CALFED goals have priority? (Question 79)

As noted in Section 4 of the PSP, Geographic Scope, projects from throughout the State will be considered for
funding through this program. CALFED projects will be given the same opportunity as other projects.

AVAILABLE FUNDS (SECTION 5)

31. Recommend that funds should be distributed equitably among geographic regions (i.e. Northern and
Southern California) to ensure one area does not receive a bulk of the funds. (Questions 75, 142)

There is currently no provision to split funds between various geographic regions. Projects are selected based
on the criteria stated in the PSP to ensure that the best and most needed projects are funded throughout the
State regardless of location.

32. How many funding cycles will occur and how much grant money will be awarded in each cycle for the $50
million in Proposition 50, Chapter 6(a) funds? (Questions 14, 40)

The plan is to administer the funds through 2 cycles. The first cycle will grant $25 million for the FY 04/05. The
second cycle is anticipated to grant $20 million, pending availability of funds.
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33. How are the grant funds distributed between project types and is there a minimum amount of funding to
be awarded per project? (Questions 51, 68, 76, 77, 141)

There is no set number of projects per category, and no minimum funding limit. Based on the mix and quality of
project proposals received, the management funding team will have discretion to create a reasonable
distribution of funds among project categories. The maximum funding limits for each project type are:
Feasibility Studies ($250,000), Research and Development ($1.0 million), Pilots or Demonstration Projects ($2.5
million), Water Desalination Construction Projects ($5.0 million).

34. Can a phase of a project be separate from other phases that get other state funding? (Question 66)

Yes, as long as each phase is separate and the funding requirements are not double counted.

35. Can planning dollars and/or the cost of developing the proposal be used in the grant request? (Question
16)

Only work performed after the effective date of the contract will be eligible for reimbursement. Costs incurred
after November 5, 2002 but prior to the effective date of the grant contract are not eligible for reimbursement,
but may be considered, at the Granting Agency’s discretion, as a part of the applicant’s local match.

36. Would it be more applicable to only fund feasibility studies and research projects in this round of grants
and construction projects in the next round? Also, could you limit funds to feasibility and research
projects only which will provide important environmental information, or to construction and demonstration
project which will actually increase water supplies? (Questions 12, 133, 134, 143, 162)

As stated in Assembly Bill (AB) 1747 (Statute of 2003, Water Code Section 79547.2(c)) an eligible “desalination
project” includes construction, planning, engineering, design, environmental assessments, or related work
necessary for the construction of a desalination facility, or the construction of a pilot or demonstration facility.
We will give everyone the same opportunities in each cycle.

MATCHING FUNDS (SECTION 6)

37. Can costs incurred prior to contract agreement be reimbursed, and/or be considered as part of the
projects cost share/matching funds? (Questions 29, 32, 44, 63, 64, 81, 82, 83, 94, 157, 158, 159, 160,
161)

One requirement for the grant is that a proposal has both grant share and non state share matching funds in
the request. Only work performed after the effective date of the contract will be eligible for reimbursement.
Costs incurred after November 5, 2002 but prior to the effective date of the grant contract are not eligible for
reimbursement, but may be considered, at the Granting Agency’s discretion, as a part of the applicant’s local
match. Reimbursement is subject to contract execution. Therefore, applicants wishing to start work before
contract execution should do so at their own risk.

38. Is the 50% matching fund requirement applicable to all projects types, including feasibility studies and
demonstration projects? (Question 3)

Yes.

39. Will DWR consider combining this funding with other State Agencies, such as the Energy Commission or
State revolving fund loans, for 50% matching funds? (Questions 47, 50, 65)

To be eligible to receive a grant, at least fifty percent (50%) of the total cost of the project shall be met by
matching funds or donated services from non-state sources. Applicant should provide documentation that
matching funds are from non-state sources. To use State revolving fund loans as matching funds, applicant
has to provide documentation that such loans will be paid-off by non-state funds.
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40. Can federal funds be used as matching funds? (Question 1)

Yes.

41. Are universities and research groups excluded from the matching funds requirement? Could the
matching fund requirement be lowered for UC campuses? (Questions 42, 88)

The answer is no for both questions. Matching funds are required for all entities on all project types. The 50%
matching fund is a requirement of Prop. 50, Water Code Section 79545 (a).

42. Can an applicant, such as a university, apply donated services and labor for matching funds? (Question
57)

Yes, if project related, however, applicants awarded grants will be required to take measures necessary to
ensure compliance with Labor Code requirements, including but not limited to Section 1720 et seq. of the Labor
Code regarding public works, limitations on use of volunteer labor (Labor Code Section 1720.4) and payment of
prevailing wages for work performed as part of this grant.

43. What is the percentage for in-kind services for matching funds? (Question 2)

No limit has been set. The applicant is responsible for providing at least fifty percent (50%) matching funds or
donated services from non-state sources. The applicant shall provide an institutional cost-sharing agreement
(letter) signed by an official authorized to commit the applicant to all or part of the matching share or a letter
authorizing third party, in-kind contribution signed by an official authorized to commit the third party. Cost
share, however, is not required of those portions of projects that serve communities with annual median
household incomes less than 80 percent of the statewide annual median household income (eighty percent of
the statewide annual median household income for 2002 is $38,000).

44, Can expenses for CEQA, and/or environmental compliance studies be claimed? Can these be counted as
matching funds? (Questions 17, 28)

Yes, but only work performed after the effective date of the contract will be eligible for reimbursement. Costs

incurred after November 5, 2002 but prior to the effective date of the grant contract are not eligible for
reimbursement, but may be considered, at DWR’s discretion, as a part of the applicant’s local match.

45. How are grant funds disbursed? (Question 20)

Disbursement of funds may be provided on a monthly basis to reimburse the grant recipient for work
performed. Advance funds cannot be provided.

DURATION OF PROJECTS (SECTION 7)

46. Can the period between the 2 funding cycles be extended such that funding is available for more than 3
years, suggest 5 years, so there will be a broader range of in depth projects? (Questions 13, 91, 92, 145)

The second funding cycle date has not been set yet. The suggestion will be considered in the process of fund
appropriation.

The contract period shall not exceed three years, however, projects requiring more than three years for
completion may apply for an extension before the end of the initial agreement period at no additional cost to the
State beyond the initial grant amount.

47. Are projects required to have a direct link to an existing field application? If so, can the PSP be more
flexible to consider long-term research projects? (Questions 89, 90)
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For feasibility studies, and pilot and construction projects, applicants will need to demonstrate the project will
be viable in the field, or how results can be applied to advance desalination and generating new potable water

supplies. In addition to field applications, research and development projects aiming to advance desalination
technology will be considered.

48. What if there is a regulatory 2 year delay in the project? Will grant funds still be there? (Question 41)
Project time extensions may be allowed for delays that are beyond the control of the applicant. Applicant may

apply for an extension before the end of the initial agreement period at no additional cost to the State beyond
the initial grant amount.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST (SECTION 10)

49. Will Desalination Review Team sign statements indicating that there are no conflicts of interest?
(Question 84)

Yes

PROPOSAL REVIEW AND SELECTION PROCESS (SECTION 11)

50. Desalination Review Panel

a) Will there be a public advisory process to help approve projects for funding? (Question 34)

Yes

b) Who will be scoring and ranking the proposals? (Question 36)
The technical review team will consist of members from state, federal, outside stakeholder groups that do not

have a conflict of interest. The technical team will provide DWR management with the recommended funding
list.

c) How many stakeholders do you plan to have on the review panel? (Questions 39, 128)

Twelve persons are expected to be on the panel including various subject matter experts. Desalination, energy,
conservation, environmental, and water quality experts will be invited to serve on the panel.

d) Will DWR make public the names of the people on the Desalination Review panel? (Question 85)

No.

51. Can we communicate with you once we submit a proposal? (Question 25)

This process is a competitive process; communication will not be open once the proposals are received by
DWR.

SELECTION CRITERIA (SECTION 13)

52. Will preference be given to projects proposing to use renewable and/or alternative energy systems in
California? (Questions 58, 115)

Opportunities for energy efficiencies and application of alternative energy sources and combined energy and
desalination technologies are issues of interest. The use of renewable energy is an added environmental
benefit. Environmental benefits are a part of the selection criteria (see Criteria Table in Section 13).
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53. Should the focus of the desalination construction projects be placed on the importance of producing
potable water, regardless of the method being utilized? The selection criteria, as identified in Section 13,
should be changed to reduce the importance placed on the Innovation and Technical Advancement of
construction projects. Projects which are ready for construction, with the method of desalination already in
place, do not have the option to change the method at this point, and the chances of these projects being
funded are reduced. (Question 151)

Producing new potable water is a requirement of all eligible projects. Some applicants, who are ready to
proceed, may have considered innovation. Innovation will remain as a criterion.

54. What will you consider innovation with pilot and demonstration construction projects? (Question 67)

Innovation in pilot and demonstration construction projects will demonstrate originality, modernization, and
improvement to further cost-effective, technologically sound, and implementable methods of water desalination
in projects throughout the State.

55. The PSP gives priority to projects that identify environmental benefits. Should applicants identify
assurances that those benefits will be realized?(Questions 100, 114, 116, 121)

Environmental benefits are accounted for in the selection criteria (see the Selection Criteria Table, and
Outreach, Information Sharing, Environmental Benefits, and Environmental Justice under Section 13).
Applicants should include a description of how claimed environmental benefits will be realized.

56. Is an applicant proposing a desalination facility co-located with a power plant required to analyze the
impacts of the desalination facility operations apart from the operations of the co-located facility’s
impacts? (Question 120)

All applicants must comply with all relevant environmental requirements. Consult with appropriate permitting
agencies for direction.

57. If a proposed desalination project plans to utilize a new or existing open ocean intake, a current 316(b)
study should be required before a grant is approved to ensure compliance with federal laws. (Question
104)

Projects must follow all applicable local, state, federal laws.

STATEMENT OF WORK: RELEVANCE AND IMPORTANCE (SECTION 14)

58. How do we demonstrate that all conservation and recycling programs have been implemented to the
maximum extent practicable before considering desalination? (Questions 23, 56, 80, 93, 97, 107, 108,
124, 136, 137, 140, 146)

To demonstrate that all conservation and recycling programs have been undertaken to the maximum extent
practicable as outlined in Section 14, applicants are required to briefly describe their conservation and
recycling efforts and, where applicable, refer to sections of their UWMPs already submitted to DWR. If an
applicant desires to make a stronger case for their proposal acceptance than provided in their UWMP, the
applicant can submit supporting documentation along with the proposal as evidence of maximum recycling and
conservation implementation. For example, an application could include the applicant’s:
e description of how conservation and recycling programs will work concurrently with the proposed
desalination project, and how the project will benefit the region as a whole
e current and future budgets indicating the priority of conservation and water recycling programs,
e summary status showing progress in implementing elements of urban water management plan,
conservation programs and water recycling projects, and other applicable work, and
e any other supporting documentation to assist the reviewers with the evaluation.
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59. If we didn’t complete all conservation efforts - BMP’s, for example, all ULFTs installed in our service area,
are we not eligible to seek a desalination grants? (Question 5)

If an agency has tried to the maximum extent possible they should report this. Refer to requirements in the
urban water management plan if applicable.

60. Is priority given to projects and elements that have demonstrated significant progress or commitment by a
water agency for multi-agency projects or have included a demonstrable regional coordination or
implementation approach? (Questions 74, 78, 110, 117)

The PSP accounts for regional coordination in the selection criteria. See the Selection Criteria Table in Section
13, and Section 14. Statement of Work: Relevance and Importance. There the PSP requests information on the
need for the project as related to critical local, regional, Bay-Delta, State or federal water issues and a
description of the project's consistency with local or regional water management plans or other integrated
resource management plans.

61. Are projects required to evaluate all new water supply strategies including desalination based upon
adopted community General Plans, Urban Water Management Plans, Local Coastal Plans, and other
approved plans that integrate regional planning, growth and water supply/demand projections?
Environmental reviews should ensure that growth related and cumulative impacts of desalination projects
are properly evaluated. (Questions 117, 119)

Yes, the PSP requests information on the need for the project as related to critical local, regional, Bay-Delta,
State or federal water issues and a description of the project's consistency with local or regional water
management plans or other integrated resource management plans as stated in Section 14, Statement of Work:
Relevance and Importance. CEQA document should address all environmental issues including growth-
inducing and cumulative impacts.

62. Does the Draft PSP require projects to comply with CEQA in order to be considered for grant awards?
(Questions 99, 138)

If applicable, projects must comply with CEQA prior to the execution of the contract. DWR requires all
applicants to include a plan for compliance with all applicable environmental, social and economic impacts of a
proposed project, including mitigation required under CEQA and NEPA if applicable (see Section 14: Statement
of Work: Technical/Scientific Merit, Feasibility, which contains information on Environmental Documentation).

STATEMENT OF WORK: TECHNICAL/SCIENTIFIC MERIT, FEASIBILITY (SECTION 14)

63. Is “Readiness to Proceed” accounted for in the selection criteria? (Questions 149, 150)

Readiness to proceed is accounted for in Section 13, and Section 14: Statement of Work, Part lll which is
renamed to read: Technical/Scientific Merit, Feasibility, and Project Readiness.

64. Is there grant funding preference given to brackish water desalination versus ocean water desalination
projects, and/or projects utilizing beach well intakes versus those utilizing open water intakes? (Questions
101, 102, 103, 147, 156).

No preference shall be given to projects based on their feedwater source (brackish or ocean). Environmental
issues, including feedwater intake issues, will be taken into account as outlined in the selection criteria, where
projects that avoid or mitigate adverse environmental impacts are given higher weight.
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OUTREACH, INFORMATION SHARING, ENVIRONMENTAL BENEFITS, AND ENVIRONMENTAL
JUSTICE (SECTION 14)

65. How does the draft PSP adequately ensure the public equitable access to benefits, and that no
disproportionate impacts particularly to low-income and/or ethnic communities will occur? (Questions
106,113)

Environmental justice and public benefits are accounted for in the selection criteria. See the Selection Criteria
Table in Section 13, and Outreach, Information Sharing, Environmental Benefits, and Environmental Justice in
Section 14. In addition, cost share is not required of projects that serve disadvantaged communities whose
geographic scope has a statewide annual median household income that is less than 80 percent of the
statewide annual median household income.

66. How does the PSP adequately ensure public involvement which includes the conservation community
and other interest groups and stakeholders beginning early in the conception and development of
desalination projects and continuing throughout planning, design and evaluation processes, in the project
proposals? (Questions 118, 139)

Public involvement is accounted for in the selection criteria. See the Selection Criteria Table in Section 13, and
Section 14: Outreach, Information Sharing, Environmental Benefits, and Environmental Justice.

67. Is preference given to projects that avoid or mitigate adverse environmental impacts? (Questions 100,
105, 111, 114)

Yes, projects that avoid or mitigate adverse environmental impacts are given higher weight (see Selection
Criteria Table in Section 13, and Section 14: Outreach, Information Sharing, Environmental Benefits, and
Environmental Justice).

MISCELLANEOUS

68. What type of narrative description are you asking for in the budget for each cost share element?
(Question 60)

Provide a brief description that explains your costs, especially if the costs are not self explanatory, (i.e. indirect
costs are contingency costs at a certain %.)

69. Do we need to see Labor Code Compliance Program at the time of proposal submittal or at time of
signing a contract agreement? (Question 48)

California Labor Code Section 1771.8 requires the body awarding a contract for a public works project financed
in any part with funds made available by Proposition 50 to adopt and enforce a Labor Compliance Program
pursuant to Labor Code Section 1771.5(b). Compliance with applicable laws, including Labor Code provisions,
will become an obligation of the grant recipient under the term of the grant agreement between the grant
recipient and the granting agency. Labor Code Section 1771.8 appears to provide, where applicable, that the
grantee's Labor Compliance Program must be in place at the time of the awarding of the contract for a public
works project by the grantee.

Before submitting an application, applicants are urged to seek legal counsel regarding Labor Code compliance.
Additional information is available at the Department of Industrial Relations website at http://www.dir.ca.gov/.

70. After announcing the draft funding recommendations what is the purpose of the additional workshop?
(Questions 38, 54)

This workshop is to discuss any appeals that may come forward. It is expected to be held in Sacramento.

10


http://www.dir.ca.gov/

